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Office Action Summiary 


Application No. 


Applicant(s) ikir 




Exami|e 




Group Art Unit 

m. 





— The MAIUNG DATE of this communk:ation appears on the cbym-shee correspondehce address— 

P riod for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE MONTH(S) FROM THE MAIUNG DATE 

OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of tinne may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .1 36(a). (n no event however, nrtay a reply be tinnety filed after SIX (6) MOMTHS 
from the mailing date of ths conrtnturtication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days wifl be considered timely. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, such period shall, by default, expire SIX (6) MOISTTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the appfication to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 1 33). 

- Any reply received by the Office later than three nrK)nths after the rnaiiing date of this communication, even if timely, may reduce any earned patent 
temi acQustrient See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 

Status 

Xi^^Responsive to communicalion(s) filed on 

□ This action is RNAL. 

□ Since this application is In condition for allowance except for fonnal matters, prosecution as to the merits is closed in 
accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1 935 CD. 1 1 ; 453 O.G. 21 3. 

Disposition of Clalnfis 

l35Claim(s) 



Of the at}ove claim(s) 
□ Claim(s> 



is/are pending in the application. 
. is/are withdrawn from consideration. 



^ Claim(s)- 



pa Claim(s) CS)^/VO^j 



□ Clalm(s)_ 



Application Papers 

□ The proposed drawing connection, filed on . 

□ Th drawnng(s) filed on 



Is/are allowed. 

is/are rejected. 

is/are objected to. 

are subject to restriction or election 
requirement 



is □ approved □ disapproved. 



is/are objected to by the Examiner 



□ Th specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 

Pri rity under 35 U^C. § 1 19 (aHcQ 

□ Acknowledgement is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 (^d). 
□ All □ Some* □ None of the: 

□ Certified copies of the priority documents have t>een received. 

□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No 

□ Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received 

in this national stage application from the Intemational Bureau (PCT .Rule 17.2(a)) 
^Certified copies not received: . 



Attachment(8) 

^ Infomnation Disclosure Statement(s), PTO-1449, Paper No(s). 

^ Notice f ReferBnce(s) Cited, PTO-^ 

D Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing R view, PTO-948 



7x3 



□ Inten^ew Summary, PTO-413 

□ Notice of Infomnal Patent Application, PTO-152 

□ Oth r : 



Office Action Summary 



U.S. Psterit and Trademark Offico 
PTO-326(Rew.11/0Q) 



Part of Paper N . 



IT 



*U-S, GPO: 2000-472-999/43204 



Application/Control Number: 09/489,640 Page 2 

Art Unit: 1754 

The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can be found 
in a prior Office action. 

Claims 56, 57, 60-68, 76-84, 128, 131 are rejected under 35 U.S.C, 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Hucke '421. 

Hucke teaches in columns 28-30 optionally graphitizing foam and re-impregnating the pores 
with water. It appears that the water impregnates the graphite; no differences are seen. The 
properties not disclosed are deemed met since it is a high porosity graphitic material. The 
reference differs in not requiring graphitization or re-impregnation, however choosing to do so is 
an obvious expedient to exploit or create the desired properties; In re Boesch 205 USPQ 215. No 
difference is seen in the conductivity since the material is graphite. The source material ('pitch 
based') is not seen to impart a different structure to the material claimed. 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claims pending have been considered but are moot 

in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. The remaining references on the IDS forms will be 

considered when the parent files are available. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication should be directed to examiner Hendrickson 
at telephone number (703) 308-2539. 
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examiner Art Unit 1754 



